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Further Reading: 


(available on The Anarchist Library unless otherwise noted) 


- Mutual Aid: A Factor of Evolution by Petr Kropotkin 
- Anarchism (And Other Essays) by Emma Goldman 
- Robert Harding’s The A B C of Anarchism 


- Anarchism Articulated: Who we are, what we want, what we do, 
by m(A)tt 


- An Anarchist FAQ, by The Anarchist FAQ Editorial Collective 
- The Federationist Manifesto, by Lilly May 
- Thoughtslime’s Q and Anarchy series (youtube videos) 


- Anarchism: What It is And What It Ain't, from Sprout Distro 
(available on archive.org) 


- A World Without Police (also archive.org) 


However, this question has a somewhat different point to it. The question 
of what to do with those who refuse to work is highly debated among an- 
archists. The main two positions are either that socially pressure within 
the commune will lead them to contribute, or that there is no special duty 
to aid them if they will not contribute. 


Wouldn’t anarchism lead to chaos? 

That depends on your definition. If chaos means nobody is in con- 
trol, then yes, anarchism is for chaos. But think back to what else I’ve 
told you. There is enough food, and yet thousands go hungry in all of our 
towns and cities. There are enough homes, yet many are homeless. Is that 
not chaos? Is that not violence? I assert that without the authority of the 
state to enforce the rights of the few to control the vast majority of prop- 
erty, there would be nothing in the way of everyone having enough. Rid 
ourselves of the state, and of capital, and we will rid ourselves of the chaos 
that come along with them. 


But anarchism will never work. 

For lack of a less blunt way of saying it, this is simply wrong. Anar- 
chism has been practiced in many historical and social contexts, including 
revolutionary Catalonia and the Ukranian Free Territory, both in the 20th 
century. Aditionally. Rojava and Chiapas today are anarchist-adjacent. 
The projects that have ended largely did so, not because of an internal col- 
lapse, but because of overwhelming outside force. 

Anarchist militias in Catalonia, for exampe, fended off the far larger, 
better-trained, and heirarchically-organized fascist forces for months, de- 
spite the fascists having German and Italian support. The Ukranian Free 
Territory was forcibly annexed by the USSR, a much larger and more mil- 
itarily powerful nation, but not without fairly signifigant struggle on the 
part of the Bolshevieks. 


Imagine, for a moment, a world where nobody has the ability to 
make you, or anyone else, do anything. A world where your education 
could be guided by your own interest, and your hours at work decided 
by your desire and your willingness. Where everyone could eat their 
fill, be clothed, and have a roof over their heads, no strings attatched. 
I sincerely hope this sounds like a good future, that everyone could 
have enough, without being forced into anything. 


Here’s the good news. That future is possible. There are more 
empty homes than homeless people, and we throw out more food 
and clothing than it woud take to feed the hungry and clothe the un- 
clothed, or at least we do in America, and most of the “developed” 
world. 


Now, you might ask, why can’t we made that future a reality, as 
a species or as a country, or whatever? The answer, of course, is that 
we can, and we just havent. The economic system we live under, cap- 
italism, in which an owner is in control of the production, abhors ev- 
eryone having what they need. If noone needs food, or medicine, or 
houses, you cant sell them. There’s a reason that De Beers, the com- 
pany with a near-monopoly on diamond mining, keeps supply artifi- 
cially low. You cant make much money if the demand is lower than the 


supply. 


The problem here is the very basis of capitalism: the profit mo- 
tive. Some have answered this issue with social democracy, where cap- 
italism continues, but the needs of the people are cared for. Others go 
further, advocating workers ownership of their workplaces, socialism. 
But remember that world I asked you to imagine back there? That’s 
not strictly either of those. 


Eliminate all coercive power, as I described, and you have 
anarchism. 


Anarchism sounds scary. Like burning buildings and trashed 
supermarkets. That’s not what I mean here, though. Anarchism is a 
political philosophy, and a lens to see the world through. It is based, 
quite simply, in the elimination of any heirarchy that cannot justify it- 
self as both necessary and beneficial. That’s most heirachies, including 
the state. 


Anarchists belive, fundamentally, that all people are equal, and 
should be able to live their lives freely, so long as they don’t impede 
anyone else’s freedom. 


The alternative we put forward is horizontal organization. That 
means everyone involved has equal control. At your job, this would 
take the form of workplace democracy, each worker having a share, 
and equal control over the company. In addressing crime, this could 
take the form of community policing, where members of the commu- 
nity, while being accountable, and still part of the community, enforce 
the rules. 


Anarchism is a threat, but not to the average person. To the 
averge person, it means liberation from any and all of the systems that 
push you down, from your boring 9-5 job, to your mind-crushing “ed- 
ucation” in the broken school system, to the necessity of working (by 
which I mean unenjoyable labor). For capitalism, however, and for 
the State, anarchism is the ultimate philosophical (and often physical) 
attack. 


Anarchism is liberation and personal freedom brought to their 
logical conclusions. Anarchism works, fundamentally, and the proof is 
everywhere around us. 


When you are with your friends, who is in charge? Who has fi- 
nal, overriding, say over what you do? I certainly hope that the answer 
is noone. You do whatever everyone can say yes to and the most people 
are enthusiastic about. That’s a form of consensus democracy, which is 
when the decision come to by a group is based not on representatives or a 
straight majority, but by consensus. 


Have you ever used Wikipedia? Dont lie, you definitely have, its a 
solid source, based in voluntary community contribution, with little ex- 
pectation of reward. You've personally benefitted, then, from a mutual aid 
project. 


96.3% of the world’s top 1 million servers run on Linux, which is 
largely developed by volunteers, distributed for free. The Chrome OS that 
chromebooks run is derived from a Linux distribution. The free software 
movement is largely anarchistic, and has built the world as we know it. 


Questions 





But people are lazy! 

This is a fairly common counterpoint to anarchism. However, i 
contend that there is no task that noone is willing to do when necessary. 
Cleaning a sewer, for example, isnt fun, and few would volunteer unec- 
essarily, but with the knowledge that it is necessary to prevent a buildup 
of shit and piss and toilet paper, most would be willing to accept rotating 
responsibilities for it. Beyond even a rotating responsibility, anything tru- 
ly necessary will be done, for the simple reason that, even if minor, the 
annoyance will build up. 


